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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to applicant's amendment filed on August 21 , 2006. 
Claims 1-14, 25 and 28 have been are cancelled. Claims 15, 18-24 and 26 are 

currently pending in the present application. 

Response to Arguments 

2. The indicated allowability of claims 15, 18-24 and 26 is withdrawn in view of the 
newly discovered reference(s), Irvin, U.S. Patent Number 6,56,819, Kipust, U.S. 
Patent Number 6,002,427 and Bates et al., U.S. Publication Number 2002/0129283 

to overcome the allowable subject matter in the claims. Rejections based on the newly 
cited reference(s) follow. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The references listed in the Information Disclosure Statement filed on March 14, 
2007 have been considered by the examiner (see attached PTO-1449 form or 
PTO/SB/08A and 08B forms). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The text of those sections of Title 35. U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

5. Claims 15. 18, 19, 22 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fogle et al., U.S. Publication Number 2003/0074590 Al 



it 
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(hereinafter Fogie), and further in view of Bates eta!., U.S. Publication Number 
2002/0129283 A1 (hereinafter Bates). 

Regarding claim 15, Fogle teaches a mobile device (see p. 1 [0015] and Fig.1), 
comprising: a processor (see p. 1 [0015] and Fig.1); at least a first input device 
connected to the processor for providing input signals thereto (see p. 2 [0018-0020] and 
Fig.1); and an output device connected to the processor for providing output to a user of 
the mobile device (see p. 2 [0018-0019] and Fig.1); and a device lock function 
associated with the processor for implementing restrictions on user access to the mobile 
device if user input activity for the mobile device falls below a threshold (see p. 3 [0030- 
0036], p. 3 [0040-0044], p. 5 [0060] and Fig. 1; shows an electronic device 10 including 
a standby/lock utility 44 [i.e. the standby/lock utility 44 reads on a lock module, since the 
electronic device 1 0 uses the standby/lock utility 44 to automatically activate a lock 
mode when there is no user action or input such as pressing a key on the keyboard 
28]), the device lock function being configured for requiring a predetermined user input 
through the at least one user input device to remove restrictions on user access once 
they have been implemented (see p. 3 [0030 & 0036]). 

Fogle fails to explicitly teach the processor being configured for detennining 
location infonnation for the mobile device based on input signals received from the first 
input; and the device lock function being configured for changing the predetermined 
user input required to remove the restrictions on user access in dependence on the 
determined location information. 
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In an analogous field of endeavor, Bates teaches a method of restricting access 
to an electronic device, wherein the electronic device can be enabled only when a 
geographic-specific password is entered (see abstract). According to Bates, a user 
stores a geographic^specific password for each of the geographic regions, and when 
the user travels and wishes to enable the electronic device, the GPS card and antenna 
receive and process the device's current location, and when the user inputs a 
password, the electronic device determines if the password is appropriate for the 
current location, if not access is denied (see abstract, p. 2 [0017] and p. 4 [0035-0037]). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify Fogle with Bates to include a mobile device, wherein the 
device lock function is configured to change the predetermined user input required to 
remove the restrictions on user access in dependence on the determined location 
information, in order to restrict or enable access to an electronic device only when a 
geographic-specific password is entered taught by Bates (see abstract and p. 1 [0008]). 

Regarding claim 18, Fogle in view of Bates teaches all the limitations of claim 15. 
Fogle in view of Bates further teaches a mobile device wherein the predetermined user 
input includes entry of a predetemiined password, the device lock function being 
configured for selecting which of a plurality of predetermined passwords is required to 
remove the restrictions on user access in dependence on the determined location 
information (see abstract, p. 2 [0017] and p. 4 [0035-0037]). 

Regarding claim 19, Fogle in view of Bates teaches all the limitations of claim 15. 
Fogle in view of Bates further teaches a mobile device, wherein the device lock function 
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is configured for detennining the tlireshold in dependence on the determined location 
infomiation (see Bates, abstract, p. 2 [0017] and p. 4 [0035-0037]). 

Regarding claim 22, Fogle in view of Bates teaches all the limitations of claim 15. 
Fogle in view of Bates further teaches a mobile device, wherein the first input device 
includes a GPS receiver (see Bates, abstract, p. 3 [0027] and p. 4 [0035]). 

Regarding claim 23, Fogle in view of Bates teaches all the limitations of claim 15. 
Fogle in view of Bates further teaches a mobile device, wherein the first input device 
includes a wireless communications subsystem connected to the processor for 
exchanging communications signals with a wireless network including a plurality of base 
stations, the location information being determined based on identities of the base 
stations (see Bates, abstract, p. 2 [0017], p. 3 [0027] and p. 4 [0035-0037]). 

6. Claims 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fogle et al., U.S. Publication Number 2003/0074590 A1 (hereinafter Fogle) and 
Bates et al., U.S. Publication Number 2002/0129283 A1 (hereinafter Bates) as 
applied to claim 15 above, and further in view of Landram et al., U.S. Publication 
Number 2005/0077997 Al (hereinafter Landram). 

Regarding claims 20 and 21, Fogle in view of Bates teaches all the limitations of 
claim 15. Fogle in view of Bates fails to explicitly teach a mobile device, wherein the 
first input device includes an interface for docking the mobile device to a desktop 
computer, the location information being detemnined based on whether the mobile 
device is docked to the desktop computer and wherein the security setting of the device 
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lock function is set to mirror that of the desktop computer when the mobile device is 
docked to the desktop computer. 

Landram, however, teaches a mobile terminal allocation system, wherein a 
cradle provides a docking interface for a respective mobile terminal to communicate 
with a host computer through a wireless link or via a network connection through the 
cradle (see p. 2 [0025] and Fig. 1). Landram further teaches the location information of 
the mobile terminal is determined based on whether the mobile device is docked to the 
desktop computer and wherein the security setting of the device lock function is set to 
mirror that of the desktop computer when the mobile device is docked to the desktop 
computer (see p. 2 [0028-0030] and p. 4 [0067-0069]). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify Fogle and Bates with Landram to include a mobile device, 
wherein the first input device includes an interface for docking the mobile device to a 
desktop computer, the location information being determined based on whether the 
mobile device is docked to the desktop computer and wherein the security setting of the 
device lock function is set to mirror that of the desktop computer when the mobile 
device is docked to the desktop computer,, in order to securely store mobile devices 
allocated to different users and based on authentication results, allow a host computer 
communicating with the mobile devices through a docking interface to automatically 
select a mobile device for a user as taught by Landram (see p. 2 [0026]). 
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7. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fogle et 
al., U.S. Publication Number 2003/0074590 A1 (hereinafter Fogle) and Bates et al., 
U.S. Publication Number 2002/0129283 Al (hereinafter Bates) as applied to claim 15 
above, and further in view of Huang, U.S. Publication Number 2005/0164720 A1 
(hereinafter Huang). 

Regarding claim 24, Fogle in view of Bates teaches all the limitations of claim 15. 
Fogle in view of Bates further teaches the mobile device is enabled for receiving 
electronic messages (see Fogle, p. 2 [0021] and Bates, p. 3 [0030]), but fails to explicitly 
teach the mobile device includes a message filtering module associated with the 
processor for filtering electronic messages received by the mobile device, the message 
filtering module being configured for changing filtering criteria for filtering the electronic 
messages in dependence on the determined location infonnation. 

Huang, however, teaches a method of filtering messages received on a receiving 
telephone apparatus, wherein filtering rules are applied to a received message at the 
telephone apparatus and if the message satisfies at least one of the filtering rules, a 
filtering process is then executed on the message (see p. 1 [0007], p. 1 [0014] and 
Figures 3 & 4). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify Fogle and Bates with Huang to include a message filtering 
module associated with the processor for filtering electronic messages received by the 
mobile device, in order to automatically filter out unwanted messages according to the 
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filtering rules and prevent the user of the telephone apparatus to manually filter out 
unwanted messages as taught by Huang (see p. 1 [0008]). 

8. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Irvin, 
U.S. Patent Number 6,56,819 (hereinafter Irvin) and further in view of Kipust, U.S. 
Patent Number 6,002,427 (hereinafter Kipust). 

Regarding claim 26, Irvin teaches a method for providing security to a mobile 
electronic device having a device lock function that restricts use of the mobile electronic 
device by a user thereof by locking the electronic device when user interaction with the 
mobile device falls below a threshold (see abstract, col. 6, lines 43-63 and Fig. 4), the 
method including steps of: receiving input signals from an input device of the mobile 
electronic device (see col. 5, lines 1-14 and col. 6, lines 15-24); and determining if the 
mobile electronic device is in a secure location based on the input signals (see col. 6, 
lines 25-42 and Fig. 4; block 470). 

Irvin fails to explicitly teach applying, if the mobile electronic device is determined 
to be in a secure location, a first countdown timer value defining a duration after which 
the mobile electronic device will be locked if user interaction with the mobile electronic 
device is not detected, and applying, if the mobile electronic device is determined not to 
be in a secure location, a second, shorter, countdown timer value defining the duration 
after which the mobile electronic device will be locked if user interaction with the mobile 
electronic device is not detected. 
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In an analogous field of endeavor, Kipust teaches a method and a security 
system that includes a proximity sensor to protect against unauthorized access to an 
electronic device, v\/herein a first countdown timer value defining a duration after which 
the electronic device will be locked if user interaction with the mobile electronic device is 
not detected is applied (see col. 7, lines 19-22 and col. 7, lines 36-52), and applying, if 
the mobile electronic device is determined not to be in a secure location, a second, 
shorter, countdown timer value defining the duration after which the mobile electronic 
device will be locked if user interaction with the mobile electronic device is not detected 
(see col. 7, lines 19-30 and col. 7, lines 36-52). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the teachings of applying a smaller preprogrammed 
countdown timer during a stricter security setting of Kipust, to the method of Irvin, to 
include a method of applying, if the mobile electronic device is determined to be in a 
secure location, a first countdown timer value defining a duration after which the mobile 
electronic device will be locked if user interaction with the mobile electronic device is not 
detected, and applying, if the mobile electronic device is determined not to be in a 
secure location, a second, shorter, countdown timer value defining the duration after 
which the mobile electronic device will be locked if user interaction with the mobile 
electronic device is not detected, in order to protect against unauthorized use of an 
electronic device or access to data stored on the electronic device which involves 
minimal routine involvement by the user of the electronic device to invoke the protection 
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provided by tlie security system of the electronic device as taught by Kipust (see 
abstract and col. 2, lines 16-32). 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicants disclosure. 

Bear et al., U.S. Publication Number 2004/0225892 A1 discloses method and 
system for activating a computer system. 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anthony S. Addy whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7795. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur 8:00am-6:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Due M. Nguyen can be reached on 571-272-7503. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
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USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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